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Disclaimer

Georgia Citizens
Have spent over
$10K out of Pocket To purchase
28 Counties of Georgia’s
Full Election Data have To Prove Electronic
Voting Machine Fraud

Disclaimer: This is an Unofficial Release
Of Georgia Election 2004 Citizen AuditData.
These documents listed in this powerpoint are official Georgia Open Records
Requests of the counties and represent OFFICIALLY
RELEASED Georgia Election Data. An Official Report will be Released in Late
May and will be peer reviewed.

Thanks to all who helped make this report possible! :)
For a copy of the Official report, email helpnow@countpaperballots.com



10 Reasons to say NO To DRE Machines
Why Not to Purchase Electronic Voting Systems (DRE)

DRE MACHINES:

1. ARE TOO EXPENSIVE

2. FRAUDULENTLY Mistabulate Votes (GA Examples)

3. ARE INSECURE & Easy To Manipulate Thru Hacking, Stolen Equipment

4. HAVE PROVEN STATEWIDE FAILURES (MD) & Had Uncertified

Software Resulting in $2.6M Lawsuit Against Diebold (CA)

Drive Counties to GO BACK TO PAPER (MIAMI-DADE)

BREAK THE VOTER CHAIN Chain Of Custody 4 Times

7. SECRETLY COUNT OUR VOTES, Provide No Option for “Votes being
counted in FULL CITIZEN VIEW”

8. ARE UNAUDITABLE, No Paper Ballots Make Recounts Impossible &
Prohibitively Expensive

9. ARE PROVEN PROBLEMMATIC by Bev Harris, Nation’s DRE Expert

10. VENDORS HAVE DISTURBING Financial & Political Ties &ThreatensUS

Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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e (1) DREs Are Too Expensive

‘Paper
%ts Considering Buying Diebold? You probably Can’t Afford It

COSTS | WHO PAYS

GA Original Diebold Equipment $53.9M for
24,500 Machines Statewide

Diebold Maintenance Contract

(Per County, $93/machine, Per Year)

I.e. DouglasCounty pays $23,000 unfunded

Diebold Technician Costs
$1500 per day / 3 Day Minimum(2) $4500

Municipality Rented Equipment
Unknown

Diebold Printers / Estimate for MD
$20M-$73M(From 300-$1200/Printer)

HAVA Funded

County (no state

or HAVA funding)
County (no state/Hava

funding)

Municipality
(no State/Hava Funding)

County (No State or

HAVA funding)

(1) Source: Douglas County Georgia, truevotemd.org and KSU Kennesaw State University Center for Election Employee

(2) Source: Georgia County Election Official



Example True Cost of Statewide Diebold

S Average of 16% Mole Paid by County Than Quoted

1,000 Machines Original Purchase, $2.5M (Paid by HAVA)
roughly $2,500 / machine

TECHNICIAN: 2 weeks During Election, 12 X $1500 = $16,000
Post Election (12 days)

Maintenance Contract in Year 2 $93 X 1,000 = $93,000

Printers if they are required (estimated @ | N[O GE{0[0R=R{0[0N0[0]0]
$300 per printer)

County Actual Estimated Cost $409,000 beyond quote...
16% more than Diebold says

24,500 Diebold machines handle roughly 3.2M Georgia Voters =
Average Federal Goal is 1 Machine for every 200 Voters



NY Verified Voting

OptiScans Over 50% Less than DRE Machines

NYVV Acquisition Cost Comparison

Source: You can download a copy here:

http://nyvv.org/doc/AcquisitionCostDREvOptScanNYS.pdf _
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(2) DREs Fraudulently MisTabulate Votes

18 Problem / Inaccuracy / Fraud Categories

NUMERIC PROBLEMS

(1) PHANTOM Votes: Fewer Registered Voters than
Total Votes

(2) TURNOUT Problems: Higher than 100% Turnout
Rates

(3) UNDERVOTE Problems: Inaccurate reported
undervotes

(4) Diebold Vs. Diebold Problems (e.g. DRE Tape Vs.

Recap Math Errors)

(5) Provisional Ballot Recap Vs. Provisional SOVC
(6) Absentee Ballot Recap Vs. Absentee SOVC

(7) Absentee + Provisional + DRE Votes Don’t Add
up to Election Summary Reported

SECURITY PROBLEMS

(8) Security Seals Broken Before Election
(9) Security Seals Modified

(10) Stolen Machinery

(11) Uncertified Software on Machines

PROCEDURAL / SIGNATURE PROBLEMS
(12) Lack of 3 Signatures on DRE Tapes
(13) Unsigned Absentee Ballot Recap
(14) Unsigned Provisional Ballot Recap
(15) Unsigned DRE Ballot Recap

(16) No Diebold Pollworker Oaths

MACHINE MALFUNCTIONS

(17) DRE Touchscreen Malfunctions
*Switching Votes

*BootUp Problems

Complete Crash (out of commission)
(18) GEMS Server Malfunctions
«Corrupted / Invalid Database Info
*Windows Locks



Election Fraud Defined

On Recommendation from Federal Election Commission Official

BARBERA ARNWINE said at 04/18
Baker-Carter Election Reform Commission
Hearing
“In order to effectively respond to misconduct in
the election system, election fraud should have a much broader definition.
It should include conduct of poll workers and election officials and should
include deceptive practices and intimidation.
Election fraud consists of any conduct that has the
effect of restricting access to the ballot.”
ELECTION FRAUD IS
ANY ACT OR DEED THAT including conduct of Poll workers or election officials
Which includes deceptive practices or intimidation and has the effect of restricting
Access to the ballot. This includes
SECRET VOTE COUNTING, MISTABULATION,
MACHINE ERRORS, VOTE MANIPULATION AND
PROCESS PROBLEMS RESULTING
IN A PERSON’'S VOTE NOT BEING CAST

AS INTENDED OR COUNTED IN FULIE = s i@isaiiiiii s i e e e
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Typical SOVC to Recap Mismatches

Which are the right numbers?

-
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ELECTICN; (Check Ons) R Goon
a PrM.lP.-fum-.u*fm.m
o v
O Specsl Ly
O Rursll (il apsicatie)
DATE OF ELECTION _ Movember 2, 3004

COUNTY | MUNICIPALITY _CLIKCH

pRECINGT Nomerville (Posts 1-8)

DIRECT RECORD ELECTRONIC VOTING MACHINE RECAP
EACH UN

SECTION A: RECORD

DATEDFELECTIGN meber 2*, Iﬂﬂ! e
coumwuummpm.rw CLINCH
PRECINCT Emn'illa {'Eontu 1-—5! R

BIEEG—"FREGGRE!ELEBTROHIC FO:IING MACHINE RECAP__
oA

_ATIME tas'r VOTER VOTED
“_ NUMBER OF REGISTERED
VOTERS IN PRECINCT

WIHITE sheot o Socutary of Stats
TELLOW s*amt in
)m ot o Clerk of Superier Court

TIME LAST VOTER VOTED q.5e &h

NUMBER OF REGISTERED
VOTERS IN PRECNCT B0

Bllnu Polis Open After Polls Closs Polls Open  After Foils Close
DRE UNIT NUMBER SEAL NUMBER SEAL NUMBER W—I NUMBER CDUNIM ER
Inae1g LELTE ] 074319 o 1
nasis 029403 TR 0 151
o RES 025808 o253 7] 13%
L1997 TN PR E=T o] s
LT LELEIL: Qaqeaa) 0 ]
155233 £29440 D377 o TAT
IE1405% 029%39 Oa7143% ir [i] 189
157392 ©39k0E 0214 3Lk /36 D 155
iGgosa ] £20101D ‘I\D {53
SECTION B: TOTAL OF ALL VOTES CAST [ALL UNITS COMBINED)] 223

SECTION C; NUMBER OF PERSONS VOTING:

1 'mmrmmqnmrnyﬂ-wmwcrnnammmhuuT
2 Tol murbssr voling &8 shown on ol Numbenod List of Volees tlor Pfﬂw '
Damocs srribarnd List

From CLINCH SOVC Report

i N
[ ——
Konparsan Numbered List
3 Tols rumber voting as shown by Electors List (219
A Tk ikt voling s shown by Vobe Corlilicalins. (for primary bolal ol sty - _]_2.__'3___
Crotsritic Vitor CoortBuabun
Reoutiican Voter Cerlificatrs
Honpanisan Veber Cortificales
Note: Lines 1, 2.3 and 4 should all be the samo and should ecunl the lotal in Socion B.
It not e plnin differsnc hore:
‘We, the undersgned Managers. herety centify thal the above = a true and corect accountng on (his
ha 2 of .20 _04 - y

ary
] N
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USE BALL POINT PEN

ELECTION: (Check One) £ General Bear Down — You Are Making Three Copies
O Presidential Preference Primary
O Primary WHITE sheet to Secretary of State
O Special YELLOW sheet to Superintendent
v - O Runoff (if applicable) PINK sheet to Clerk of Superior Court

~DATE OF ELECTION ggm 2, I0064 £, it il
=N § ‘s- &
CQ’UNTY." MUNICIPALITY umgg&;m TIME LAST VOTER VOTED ‘f

5 - NUMBER OF REGISTERED

PRECINCT _prerawn 2 VOTERS IN PRECINCT .060 _

DIRECT RECORD ELECTRONIC VOTING MACH!NE RECAP
SECTION A: RECORD EACH UNIT

Before Polls Open Before Polls Open After Polls Close After Polls Close
DRE UNITNUMBER ~ SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER SEAL NUMBER oouN'r NUMBER
& _ {493 Y Yo g 0_,;5; cqq _%_
B TEY, VET] 2 oz:w E y i3
3T Y2qY% A "'f"'"""‘—f a3 S’m{ L 135
3 [ORELY Y3 F o ' mséoﬁ Z /5‘7'-
o 124413 ¢€ 1y 28 o btk E=/A
Ao jusTITd Y3:F = .o:?Mm; %_3
Vi il A h e Yyzes s ads 65 @]
7 I Y06 [ —-'%J?szd 2 )
Fa it ezl Y33 o nDfbedd -y
= AT 93¢ [®] CA Ihd)) 2T
= YA yz<y 8] C G037} Y3
pdilida. Fif JFTTE
/ SECTION B: TOTAL OF ALL VOTES CAST (ALL UNITS COMBINED) iyl

SECTION C: NUMBER OF PERSONS VOTING:

1. Total number voting as shown by the Accumulator Results Tape

2. Total numbea' voling as shown on all Numbered List of Voters (for primary: total all list)
Democratic Numbered List R,
Republican Numbered List (P
Nonpartisan Numbered List

3. Total number voting as shown by Electors List

4. Total number voting as shown by Voter Certificates (for primary: tota! all 1|st)
Democratic Voter Certificates
Republican Voter Certificates
Nonpartisan Voter Certificates =T L

Note: Lines 1, 2, 3 and 4 should ali be the same and should equal the total in Section?., -
If not explain difference here: TG ymde, : o e x Dealh i yn T hranw

O o foametd g 4% vumpdale A7 Eaém\)
= We, the undersngned Managers, hereby,cgrufy that the above is a true and correct accounting on this

:l'

the 23 day of B I = 20_-¢/ . SIGNEDIN TRIPLIGATE .
x”;u“""’h/ —-«1r n kel APl & s _,,";,"__-v—:_-,-.a%}-.—
Munager T s &ssis‘lantManagar AssshamManage:
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USE BALL POINT PEN

Bear Down — You Are Making Three Co,

ELECTION: {Check One) B General
g E O Presidential Preference Primary

O Primary WHITE sheet to Secretary of State
O Special YELLOW sheet to Supefintendent
O Runoff (if applicable) ; PINK sheet to Clerk of Superior Court
DATEOF ELECTION _wowevpre 2. 2006 2
COUNTY / MUNICIPALITY __ BIEB/MACOR ] TIME LAST VOTER VOTED 707
NUMBER OF REGISTERED
PRECINCT HOWARD 7 VOTERS IN PRECINCT 1.8i2

‘DIRECT RECORD ELECTRONIC VOTING MACHINE RECAP

SECTION A: RECORD EACH UNIT
Before Polls Open Before Polls Op-eni After Polls Close After Polls Close

DRE UNIT NUMBER ' SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER

j2{0°9G vl &) DK LT/ 1419

i1 uo w Y3y v D 4N 337 I
i) v D AR 61T ji
Y&/sT p & Jul¥ 6047 /150
Y 2] gAY gy ks
Yv21%¢ n ﬂ-a.:/ﬁ..},?? @7
Y5y s 9 10y
Yey7 o R 1

SECTION B: TOTAL OF ALL VOTES CAST (ALL UNITS COMBINED)
SECTION C: NUMBER OF PERSONS VOTING:

1. Total number voting as shown by the Accumulator Results Tape

2. Total number voting as shown on all Numbered List of Voters (for primary:; total all list)
Democratic Numbered List
Republican Numbered List
MNonpartisan Numbered List

3. Total number voting as shown by Electors List s S "

4. Total number voting as shown by Voter Certificates (for primary: total all list)
Democratic Voter Certificates e —
Republican Voter Certificates
Nonpartisan Voter Certificates

Note: Lines 1, 2, 3 and 4 should all be the same and should equal the total in Section B.
If not explain difference here:

j?’:} L o ﬁ»f'ﬁf’»-{cﬁd A= [78 x
We, the unders agnad Managers. hereby oemfy that the above is a true a;lnd correct accounting on this
e day of .-‘"', e 207" . SIGNED IN TRIPLICATE
.'I; -‘ermﬁi, \‘ﬁ‘\’_g,/f-‘ Haomitg ‘i ,M. oo L ad é /ﬁg -
Wanager ¢ A:srsmmnagar . U nsmmuanaaer from Countpaperballots.com Copyright 2004



ATE OF ELECTION _Hovel.-, 2, 2004

TIME LAST VOTER VOTED _
NUMBER OF REGISTERED
VOTERS IN PRECINCT

DUNTY [ MUNICIPALITY _Buktuoum

RECINGT 4A Flat Kock Volunteer Fire Dept. I‘j-“fﬂ

DIRECT RECORD ELECTRONIC VOTING MACHINE RECAP
CTION A: REGORD EACH UNIT

Before Polls Open Before Polls Open After Polls Close  After Polls Close
DRE UNIT NUMBER ~ SEAL NUMBER CGOUNT NUMBER SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER
128236 ~£28236- CHOCT/ s DASAY L 2 e d
128114 Bt ovpe 3y 8 oasa. ¥4/ ',_:.:::'ﬂ
128152 _338240-0%05/O o ERSA 45 IR
1202549 125 0¥D55( (o) [aJe 2ty /o5
121394 331564~ oo onf o > o S5 7’

121608 121608 TY003 [t} 2 e
117456 irhsn 2P o3 & o052~ & SRS
.CTII?H 15: TOTAL OF ALL VOTES CAST (ALL UNITS COMBINED) I

CTIGN C: NUMBER OF PERSONS VOTING: Vo

Total number voling as shown by the Accumulator Resulls Tape

Total number vating as shown on all Numbered List of Volers (for primary: tolal &l list)
Democratic Numbered List ‘
Republican Numbered List ' )
MNonpartisan Numbered List

Total number voling as shown by Eleclors List
Total number voling as shawn by Voler Cerlificates (for primary: tolal all list}

2

7 e o Democratic Voter Gerlificates
- t [k Republican Voter Cerlificales
afgr Aek Monparlisan Voler Cerificates

'f]f‘ CMJ’. e, {afae UI.'J_t_ adtjl"{f” e
{ote:  Lines 1, 2, 3 and 4 should all be the same and
If not explain diflerence hare: 3

[ ; . = h
-, the undergigned Managers, hereby, certify that tha2bove is a true and’cofrect accounting on lhis YA T [ -
dy of e 20 - SIGNEDN TRIPLIGATE . _ = |
1 Py { s r
2/ SV et [k f—u‘ufﬁ-r-n‘?

T w& AL G msm 1 :/411,\, /mx_ é}éﬁlwm& LB
,.;:?L \zf)--.f(‘(ﬂ .,‘/{:_/ JIA‘ s - Feoriny B DRy
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DATE OF ELECTION //“'52 — i .ﬂﬂf

,
COUNTY / MUNICIPALITY U TIME LAST VOTER VOTED 2 d
= NUMBER OF REGISTERED _
PREGINGT l Y] VOTERS IN PRECINCT XE3

DIRECT RECORD ELECTRONIC VOTING MACHINE RECAP
SECTION A: RECORD EACH UNIT
Eefore Polls Open Befere Polls Open After Polls Close  After Polls Close
DRE UNIT NUMBER SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER:

200000 = 223c64F L« oo (4T
Qoo 587 ze7 000 /R0

2 ——

SECTION I3: TOTAL OF ALL VOTES CAST (ALL UNITS COMBINED)

SECTION (: HUMBER OF PERSONS VOTING:

1. oAl number voting as shown by the Accumulatar Resulls Tape

2. Tolal number voling as shown on &l Numbered List of Voters (for primary. fotal all ist)
Democratic Mumbaered List
Republican Mumbered List
Monparlisan Numbered List

3. Total snber voling as shown by Eleclors List

4 Telal number voling as shown by Voler Cerlificales (for primary: total all list)
Democralic Voler Certificales
Repubiican Yoler Cerliicates

; Monpartisan Voler Certificates

Note: Lines 1,2, 3 and 4 should all be the same an tal in Section B.
If not explain difference here: o 214 A

We, lhe undersigned Managers, herely certify that Jhe above is a true and correct accounting on this
_%ﬂcﬁlu.. o, 3 o s A Y

Hmardtr Asiaian Manager serballots.com Copyright 2004
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f:l Runofl {if applicabia) FINK sheel to Clerk of Superior Courl
vate or pLecTion New 2, 2 ool

\/h! Eate

COUMTY { MUMICIPALITY f) f‘ﬁ TIME LAST WVOTER YOTED o ~d
NUMBER OF REGISTERED g

PRECINGT th:m gl f'u:f VOTERS IN PRECINGT 17--5-5

DIRECT RECORD ELECTRONIC VOTING MACHINE RECAP
SECTION A: RECORD EACH UNIT
Before Polls Open Before Polls Open After Polls Close After Polls Close

DRE UNIT HUMBER SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMEBER
1AR]7T PATE Y L T 0t =% '
12800 N5 3F | [ L DA e B e
2 519 7 029948 ) A O B HICES
ENEEY & DAFE0 L "2 D7l B4 o &
ta 791 42387 o )T ) e B 1o
_:H? A4S 029 K54 % Db R 7

SECTION I': TOTAL OF ALL VOTES CAST (ALL UNITS GOMBINED}

SECTION C: NUMBER OF PERSONS VOTING:

1. Total number voling as shown by the Accurmulzalor Resulls Taps

2. Total rlleher voung as shown on all Mumbered List of Volers {for primary: total all list)
Cemocralic Numbered List
Republican Mumbered List
Monpartisan Murmberad List

Tetzal nuimber vating as shown by Electors List

Total nurniber valng as shown by Yoler Cerlificates (for primary: lotal all list) ) f::' -
Democratic Voler Cerlificates

Republican Voler Certificates

Honpartisan Woter Cerlilicales

MNote: Lines 1, 2, 3 :lnd 4 should aJI be th anme and shnuld ezl m Secli . - -
ooy e res s € 6 6 S IR o e poersd (R
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(2) DREs Fraudulently MisTabulate Votes

Absentee Turnout Rates Over 100% (how is that?)

‘MNov 03, 2004
Cards Cast Report Mfrl:mmm
Rﬂndﬂ]ph Cﬂ'l.mty, Gmrglﬂ- Page:1 of 1
November 2, 2004 General
_ cial R
DristricVReportunit VGmup! WiGroup2 Card  Ballat Cast
h_rf’mdm S NP NP [ 1 253
NP NP 2 1 18 | smell
MP MNP 3 3 161
- e S5 e A Rat!
__ Absenee - Total TOTAL NP 127

Confidential: Do not Distribute without prior written notice from Countpaperballots.com Copyright 2004



OFFICIAL Results

KERRY
47% BUSH

53%

PHANTOM
VOTES

14%

BUSH
46%

KERRY
40%




Joan Dixon House Rep. Dist. 140 Race

Affected by Machine Failure

Official Results

Dixon (D)
49.78%

Freeman (R)
50.22%

Confidential: Do not Distribute without [

Restated Dixon Race Results House Dist. 140

49.22% . D

1.12%

@ Freeman (R) m Dixon (D) O Phantom Votes

FREEMAN DIXON
9,079 8,999
50.20% 49.80%
County
BIBB 3,852 1,950
JONES 1,945 1,873
TWIGGS 1,825 2,273
WILKINSON 1,457 2,903
9,079 8,999
Lost By -80

49.66%




(2) DREs Fraudulently MisTabulate Votes

Oh Yeah, and Security Seal Problems out the Yin Yang...

COUNTY / MUNICIPALITY __ Clinch / TIME LAST VOTERVOTED __ /s: 5 R -
- | NUMBER OF REGISTERED
PRECINCT ___ARABIA .(PQST 2) VOTERS IN PRECINCT _ b

- DIRECT RECORD ELECTRONIC VOTING MACHINE RECAP
SECTION A: RECORD EACH UNIT

o Before Polls Open After Polls Close Before Polls Open  After Polls Close
DRE UNIT NUMBER WER SEAL NUMBER COUNT NUMBER  COUNT NUMBER
122231 -9994532‘__* 4 o) 5
029411 fHo ’TI'?:E-}
136753 -929435- * 0 e 232

029450 7 50 17679
N

f_.

]

* There was._ e to storage room where TS units are_stored. L
Both unifts were opened see if water was inside sdbrage case and
machines tn see 1f they "booted up®. No water was found

—inside cases an mach id €urn on. ~New seals were attached to cases I
—fur——sescurity pu ¥t e

-' I J-:‘-p'-f\




(2) DREs Fraudulently MisTabulate Votes

How About Provisionals, Where are my Provisionals?

State of Georgia General Elect

Statement of Votes Cast
Baldwin County

- NAME OF VOTER

=13

(’M{_g,; doe

November 2, 2004 _
SOVC For Jurisdiction Wide, All Counte
Official Results
TURN QUT
Reg. Cards  |%
Voters | Cast Turnout
0OS Absenice/Provisional 1077 0 0.00%
Total 1077 731 67.87%
Absentec
Polling 0 0
08 Absentee/Provisional 0 3598
Total 0 3598
Prowvisional
Polling 0
-
Total T
Total
Polling 18512 11071  59.8024)
ntee/Provisional .4.5%)
Total 18512 14672 79.26%
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(3) DREs are Insecure

Easy to Hack and Susceptible to Stolen Equipment Breaches

Jan 06 0S5 08:03p Pl
~ DIDD WWUNIL T SNENIFF VIrrive
:? INVESTIGATIVE REPORT .
xonngoooilc e wm— e E vz
oS X EMEE TVPE
[’! I’.'l.lf. Lﬂ.llllll | ] ] [+ [omer ] Stann.
AP o E PPit [
IRE AR et tatatst T LT e
oo ooamon 17 REPORTING 3 o
E'i"i‘l"-'!':.ll.'.’!r:‘.’.‘i[:t‘l'lﬁ'!?ll’i’-’lll.lll.lll. Fiddds | ] #2 e
[ Gom | 7 Tl roce |

|3 [moarara ]
2 |weowm ]

nmnnﬁ -° @ﬁﬁmﬁ lﬁ

G OF WO (B0EwT)

TR e e
5 ﬁ’% —H BIBB COUNTY POLICE DEPT. REPORT of.....
% ,:f E a} - — — STOLEN DIEBOLD EQUIPMENT ! !'!
i U, T 1 s f (No Serial #'s and Not Recovered)
N e e ==Jp 6 Diebold Touchscreen Machines which contain all
e ff:i’;;ﬁ software and Networking Technology to allow a
2 5 b G person to run A countywide election and one
0 =0 =0 (i ) 250 andil) wneely GEMS Server.
o ~0 =0 ] e = I
—
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(3) DREs are Insecure

Easy to Hack and Susceptible to Stolen Equipment Breaches

“The biggest turnout in history had no chance to win this election or
any other unless the programmers of the voting machine allowed 1it.

I believe they will allow 1t less and less as the machines control

the elections and the Republicans control the machines.” — Clint Curtis

Clint Curtis testified before Senate Judiciary investigation, swore under federal oath and took and passed a lie detector. His
testimony includes information that Tom Feeney Republican Majority Leader in FL personally asked him to write
software that would alter the vote and be undetectable. His website: www.justaflyonthewall.com entire 2 year saga
captured at www.bradblog.com

“ABOUT 50 MILLION Americans will cast their ballots for president on touch-screen terminals
Tuesday. If my experience as an election judge is any guide, voters will love these machines,

which are generally easy to use and which easily accommodate voters who have disabilities or

do not speak English. And if my experience as a computer scientist is any guide, those voters
will not realize just how dangerous it is to rely on these machines to conduct a free and

fair election with a reliable result.” — Avi Rubin, Professor of Computer Science at Johns

Hopkins October 271, OPEd Baltimore Sun / wrote a report on how Diebold machines are not secure
http://avirubin.com/vote/analysis/index.html

Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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(4) Have Proven Statewide Failures

CA False Claims Suit Settled by Diebold for $2.6M Alleged
Uncertified software and insecurity of Diebold Touchscreens

II. ISSUES AND SHORT ANSWERS

A. Issue: Whether the use of an uncertified voting system is illegal? Short

Answer: Yes. All voting systems must be approved by the Secretary of State before use in any
election. See Cal. Elec. Code § 19201.

B. Issue: Whether Diebold breached the Agreement if it provided Alameda County with an
uncertified voting system? Short Answer: Most likely. If Diebold provided Alameda County
with an uncertified voting system that was used in an election, then Diebold most likely
breached provisions of the Agreement requiring Diebold to comply with all applicable
laws.

C. Issue: What are the consequences if Diebold breached the Agreement? Short Answer: If
Diebold materially breached the Agreement, Alameda County can terminate the Agreement and
sue for damages.

Paragraph 38, section C: "The System to be delivered under this Agreement shall be new when
delivered and in accordance with all specifications as stated in this Agreement; and shall be in the same
configuration as has already been certified for this System by the California Secretary of State."
(emphasis added)

SOURCE: http://media.mnginteractive.com/media/paper190/alamedacountyagreeme Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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Count (4) Have Proven Statewide Failures

er

"Election Day was anything but smooth. Votes were lost, computer cards storing votes were
unreadable, thousands of error messages were reported, machines froze in mid-voting and
machines refused to boot up. The problems with the machines were so widespread and serious
that efforts to hide the problems have failed," said Linda Schade, director of TrueVoteMD.org.

DIEBOLD UNABLE TO RESOLVE TECHNICAL FAILURE FOUR MONTHS AFTER ELECTION After IT
examinations within Maryland failed to decipher the root of these problems, the State Board and Diebold sent
voting machines to several out-of-state locations in Texas and Ohio for further testing, according to a Diebold
memo dated February 16, 2005. As of the March 3, Montgomery County Election Board meeting, the PC
memory card problems as well as those listed above cannot be explained by Diebold, according the IT report.

UNREADABLE PC MEMORY CARDS Multiple sources also have revealed that the computer memory cards where
vote totals are stored inside each voting machine were unreadable in multiple counties.

VOTES LOST According to the IT Report to the Montgomery County Election Board, dated December 13, 2004 there
were two broad levels of problems. Seven percent of units (189) failed

MACHINE FAILURES STATEWIDE Montgomery County Elections official Sam Statland has acknowledged that
local boards around the state are gravely concerned about the Diebold system's performance and are
pressuring the State Board of Elections for answers.

TRUEVOTEMD CALLS FOR INDEPENDENT REVIEW AND DECERTIFICATION OF MACHINES AS REQUIRED
BY LAW This information is confirmed by TrueVoteMD's Election Day report "When the Right to Vote Goes
Wrong: Md Voters Tell The Story of Election Day 2004"
http://www.truevotemd.org/Resources/MDproblems04map.pdf.

Source: Source:http://www.truevotemd.org/Press_releases/html/2005-03-08_Press_Release.html

(S Statewide Machine Failures Sited



Count  (5) Drives Counties to Go Back to Paper

er

S Miami-Dade County Going Back to Paper

Miami-Dade County officials are studying whether to replace an expensive, controversial touch-screen voting system after a series of mishaps. BY
NOAKI SCHWARTZ

Three years after spending $24.5 million to install a controversial touch-screen voting system, Miami-Dade County
elections officials have been asked to study scrapping the system in favor of paper-based balloting. The request
from County Manager George Burgess follows the recent resignation of Elections Supervisor Constance Kaplan
and the revelation that hundreds of votes in recent elections hadn't been counted.

County officials say the machines have more than tripled Election Day costs. "It's a confluence of bad facts,"
said Lida Rodriguez-Taseff, head of the Miami-Dade Election Reform Coalition and a longtime critic of the
elections department. “"You have lousy technology that doesn't inspire voter confidence combined with
outrageous costs for that lousy technology."

"What I've noticed about this system from the very beginning is that there are so many things that can
happen and, therefore, maybe it's not the system we should've gotten years ago," said Mayor Carlos
Alvarez, who met with Burgess and elections officials Monday to discuss the issue. Any change would stir
controversy after the county spent millions in 2002 to become one of the larger clients of Election Systems &
Software, which makes iVotronic. But county officials say ensuring voter confidence is crucial. "'Sometimes
lessons are expensive," said County Commissioner Katy Sorenson, who said she will wait for the manager's
report before weighing in on the machines.....

a staffer's coding error had led to hundreds of ballots being thrown out in last month's special referendum
on slots. Kaplan said the number of missing votes would not have affected the election's outcome, but the same
error was found in five other municipal elections. Amid the problems, the cost of the actual elections -- about one
countywide and 30 or so municipal races per year -- has increased. Sola said the Nov. 2 countywide election
cost $6.6 million because of increased labor costs to program the machines, set up the equipment and print
backup ballots.”

Though this is ES&S Technology,

Tue, Apr. 12, 2005 http://www.miami.com/mld/miamiherald/11370895.htm ; . : i
Indicative of DRE Machine Failures



(6) It Breaks Voter Chain of Custody 4 Times

Votes Passes Thru 10 Software Systems Before Being Listed by SOS Office

2- Broken '
3- Broken

1- Broken Could Modify Could Mis
Could have Vote Vote Tabulate
Mofidying Enroute to Citizens Votes (adding
Software on PCMCIA Card ESQ;‘; or subtracting
Yellow Card votes )

I 4-
' Broken
Sent Via

| | Modem,
Election SOVC Internet or
Summary Report Mailed to SOS
(Precinct Office
Level B

Summ
\/QL Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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Count (6) It Breaks Voter Chain of Custody 4 Times

In Georgia, We've Found Major Inaccuracies and Mismatches between....

S

Election > l.| Electors

Summary Report Recaps List DRE
(Precinct (Absentee Tapes
Level Prov. &
Summary||- | DRE Poll Summary

Human ||| || Books &
\/ Captured. Accumulation
\/ Voter

y

. .- . Histor
Ballots are not in Full Citizen View IReg. j

At Any Time After They Hit Cast Ballot ‘F‘,e‘i“’éoumy

But Secretly Counted by Diebold Software

1. Ballotrecaps do not match DRE Tapes (for all categories DRE/Absentee and
Provisional)

2. Poll books do not match Registered Voters on Ballot Recaps / SOVC & Election
Summary

3. Voter History Files do not match poll book or election summary list of ‘registered

voters’ to tune of 33,000 Phantom votes or More Machine counted votes than

Voters in Georgia according to SOS Election Summary and SOS Voter History

DRE Tapes do not match SOVC Report

CDs requested have NOT BEEN RELEASED, so the audit is FULLY UNAUDITABLE ﬂ

Without that form of verification

oA



Paper Ballots As Ballot of Record

PLUS Unbroken Chain of Custody & Counted in Full Citizen View

PAPER
BALLOT
QO Carter

O The Other
Guy!!!

Unbroken FULL
PUBLIC
VIEW

Count Paper Ballots Advocates
PAPER BALLOTS / UNBROKEN CHAIN OF CUSTODY / HAND
COUNTED / IN FULL PUBLIC VIEW!!! Nothing Short will do....
“Count The Damn Paper” Lynn Landis www.ecotalk.org



(7) It Makes Elections Unauditable

Privatizing our Votes and Letting Corporations “Secretly” count Them

Puts Our Rights as Citizens at Odds with DRE Vendor Trade Secrets Making

r— Elections Fully Unauditable!!!
e Is it a terrorist act for
ot el citizens to ask for election
R e EED data that we are entitled to
# %%+ % IMPORTANT UPDATE * * + * » by Georgla LaW?

FROM: Kathy Rogers, Director
Elections Administration

DATE: December 28, 2004

RE: Open Records Requests

A nulmbcr of county Suparior Court Clerks have reccived open records requests for
clections materials filed with the Clerk of Superior Court’s office and are asking the
county election office for direction on how to respond to these requests.

First, the Clerk’s office should contact the County Attorney for advice in responding to
the above-mentioned request. You might alse remind the Clerk that pursuant to
O0.C.G.A. § 21-2-500(a) election records are maintained under seal in the Clerk’s Otfice
and cannot be opened unless so directed by a Superior Court order.

Second, the CD-ROM mentioned in the request should nat be copied or provided for
disclosure because it has elements of computer programs and computer software as
described by O.C.G.A. § 50-18-72(f) and it may contain information the disclosure of
which would compromise sacurity against sabotage or criminal or terrorist acts and the
nondisclosure of which is necessary for the protection of life, safety, or public property...
(Sez O.C.G.A. § 50-18-T2(a)(15)(A)).

However, if'a request is made directly to the Election Superintendent, information on the
CD-ROM may be made available in the form of reports from the election database
maintained on the CD-ROM pursuant to the Open Records Act.

If you have any questions regarding the production of reports from the CD-ROM, please
feel free to contact our office or the Center for Election Systems at KSU for assistance.

KAR:paf

Second, the CD-ROM Mentioned in the request
Should not be copied or provided for disclosure
Because it has elements of computer programs &
Computer software as described by OCGA 50-18-72
And it may contain information the disclosure of
Which would compromise security against sabotage

_> Or criminal or terrorist acts and the nondisclosure
Of which is necessary for the protection of life,

Safety, or public property.

Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com

)r written notice from Countpaperballots.com Copyright 2004



(9) Are Proven Problemmatic

The nation’s leading DRE Vendor Expert, Bev Harris along with 100 other
organizations, prove problems with DRE machine Voting

Electronic Machines Can Be Hacked WWW.blackboxvotin g.org
On national television WWW ) u S C O u n tVOteS ] O rg
Bev Harris, Executive | \\/\W\W VOtersunite.com

Director of Black Box
Voting, quickly hacked :

nto » somputarused | WWW.Velvetrevolution.com
for electronic voting to

shovlvthow e;sih':the g WWW.ECOtalk.Org
results can oe changed.
www.bradblog.com
DIACKDOXVOING www.thealliancefordemocracy.org

RECENT MAINSTREAM MEDIA DEVELOPMENTS:

1. Snohomish County / WA Lawsuit filed alleging “ Secret Vote Counting”
http://famulus.msnbc.com/famulusgen/reuters04-12-165037.asp?t=renew&vts=41220051903

2. Datamation: “Computer Experts Allege US Vote Fraud” (US Count Votes Exit Poll)
http://itmanagement.earthweb.com/columns/executive tech/article.php/3495176

3. MOSCOW'’s PRAVDA Online Covers Clint Curtis Story “Home to Roost, or Democracies that Live
in Glass Houses” http://www.bradblog.com/archives/00000991.htm

4. Nashville Tenneseean Covers Conference”Election Reform Speaker: Electronic Voting Out of
Hand” http://www.Tennessean.com/local/archives/05/03/68078488.shtml?Element_ID=68078488 I

5. MIAMI HERALD Article by Robert Steinback, “Better Votes On Paper”
http://www.miami.com/mld/miamiherald/news/columnists/robert_steinback/11377424.htm

black boxvotin




INTL’ Banking/Weapons
Cartels

Invited to Speak at
Secret Bilderberg Meeting

Trilateral
Commission| Bilderberg

(10) DRE Vendors

Have Disturbing
Financial / Political Ties
i 2

Senate
Foreign
Relations
Committee

GOP Supporter
On Record as saying he’ll
“Deliver Ohio” to Bush

Former Pres. &
Owns an interest in

Walden O’Dell McCarthy
Current CEOQO,
Diebold Group
i owns

v

Bob Urosevich

gc?nir’mgr Diebold <— Former Diebold CEO™ >  ES&S
& Founder of ES&S
Client of T Client of TCIient of

|-Mark
CHEATED 04

Block Bush at www.PatriotlicQutrage.org

Cox made GA
100% Diebold Depends on
Since 2002 Microsoft

Access ! |||s@c‘ountpaperoaliots.com
Database s.com Copyright 2004
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GOOD Election Quotes

"Two brothers own 80 percent of the machines used in the United States,"
... Itis"very easy to hack into the mother machines.” -Teresa Kerry Heinz

“Elections by the people shall be by secret ballot and shall be conducted in

accordance with procedures provided by law.”
~ Constitution of Georgia Article Il. Section |. Paragraph 1.

"A common practice for local election officials is to let election companies run
their election — make up their ballot, set up their machines, and even count their

tallies. This is a dangerous practice." - Ted Selker, Cal Tech/ MIT Voting Technology
Project

“We can no longer trust the republicans to count our votes.” —-Howard Dean,
Chairman of DNC

Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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EVIL Election Quotes

“The right to choose our Leaders is perhaps the most fundamental right we have
as Americans.” & “It’s not as easy as plugging in an HP printer” regarding
Printing of paper ballots by Diebold - Cathy Cox, Secretary of State,Georgia

"Once citizens' trust in our democratic system begins to erode, that very system

loses its legitimacy and ability to function properly."
J. Kenneth Blackwell, Secretary of State, Ohio 2001 (2)

Source: (2) http://blogsforblackwell.blogspot.com/2004/11/challengers-blackwell-iic.html

Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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When Elections
Officials Do this.....

This graphic taken from Diebold
Marketing Folder where Cathy Cox
Georgia’s Secretary of State(top
right) in a blatant conflict of interest
Is advertising one vendor's DRE
machine. Previous problems
Include Diebold having Georgia’s
Seal on their website.

Citizens Do this....

" ('IJ!J”J(JJJ:\'II ('fll}fﬁ‘l"fr_’d’
rvice fn providing
ection i wmagement
"Los Angeles. ™

The Face of Privatized Elections

And Blatant Elections Officials Conflict of Interest

“The success of this pioneering
feat is due to the overall preparedhness
of election efficials, poll workers and

vefers, as well as Diehold going above
and devond the call of duty to help the
state imiplement this enormons endeavars 1}

WA Lawsuit snohomish County / WA Lawsuit filed alleging “Secret Vote Counting”
http://famulus.msnbc.com/famulusgen/reuters04-12-165037.asp?t=renew&vts=41220051903

PA Lawsuit 2 Federal lawsuits against voting machines
http://www.ecotalk.org/Lawsuits.htm

Impending lawsuits in OH, GA, NC and other states



A mix of voting systems in the US

In elections yesterday, Americans used a variety of equipment to cast their votes. About 28.9 percent used electronic
machines, while 32 percent used optical scan systems, 18.6 percent used punch cards, and 12.8 pulled levers, fewer
than 1 percent used paper ballots, and systems were mixed for 6.79 percent.

2004 Wﬂmmmm B eveewacines [ orncasew [ me
B xecrnonic

Source: Election Data Senvices. Analysis by Paul Cverberg Dave Merill, HEA TODAY

Source: USA Today November 3, 2004

Nationwide DRE Machine Facts

Paper Ballots only
0.6% - 1 million registered
voters

Lever machines
12.8% - 22.2 million
registered voters

Electronic - 86.5% of all
votes cast

32.2% - Optical scan, 55.6
million registered voters
28.9% - Electronic
touchscreens, 50 million
registered voters

18.6% - Punch cards, 32.2
million registered voters
6.8% - Mixed, 11.7 million
registered voters
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DEBOLD Diebold Facts

We won'f rest.

Because of Diebold, Georgians don’t rest either!

75,000 Diebold machines nationwide, 36 Million Votes

The State of California sued Diebold for malfunctions & won $2.6M

Georgia is 100% Diebold, 24,500 machines installed since 2002 when SOS
Cathy Cox took approximately $15M in HAVA Help America Vote Act money &
Now the State is Republican House/Senate/Governor and Pres. Choice

The lead programmer Jefferey Dean was a convicted felon

Walden * O’Dell ,Diebold CEO, had a $1,000-per-head GOP fundraiser at his
10,800-square-foot mansion, has been a guest at Bush's Texas ranch, is
Member of "Pioneers and Rangers” who pledge more than $100,000 for Bush,
last fall penned a letter pledging his commitment "to helping Ohio deliver its
electoral votes to the President.” and W.R. “Tim” Timken, a Diebold director
since 1999, his company and the Timken family have given over $1M dollars

'[O the GO P . Source: http://www.motherjones.com/commentary/columns/2004/03/03_200.html “Diebold’s Political Machine” by Bob Fritrakis &
Harvey Wasserman, March 5, 2004.

About 29% of voters will cast ballots electronically this year — more than
double the proportion who did so in 2000, says research firm Election Data
Services. Diebold, the largest of four main suppliers, controls about 45% of the
market. The bulk of its 50,000 machines will be used in Georgia, Maryland &

Cal |f0rn lA. source: usa Today Posted 10/29/2004 1:36 AM “Voting machine has trial by fire” By Paul Davidson, USA TODAY

- 1 [P 2R




132Years of GA Democratic Leadership Reversed
By Diebold

State House

State Senate

overnor Viajority Viajority President Choice

1920 Democrat Democrat Democrat Democrat
1930 Democrat Democrat Democrat Democrat
1940 Democrat Democrat Democrat Democrat
1950 Democrat Democrat Democrat Democrat
1960 Democrat Democrat Democrat Democrat
1970 Democrat Democrat Democrat Democrat
1980 Democrat Democrat Democrat Repub.
1990 Democrat Democrat Democrat

2000 Democrat Democrat Democrat

2001 Democrat Democrat Democrat

2002 24,500 Diebold Voting Machines Installed Statewide
2003 Democrat

2004 Republican

http://uselectionatlas.org/USPRESIDENT/comparegraphs.php?fips=13

Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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Mission Statement

MISSION:
Count Paper Ballots is a nationwide citizen community dedicated to
proving that privatized elections leads to fraudulent vote counting.

OBJECTIVE:
To work with action groups legally, legislatively & through grassroots
efforts to organize, educate, audit & influence election reform. To
iImplement new ways to improve election efficiency while maintaining
the honesty, transparency & citizen control of elections.

WE BELIEVE:

1. Our elections are now privatized and this encourages ‘secret’ vote counting.
Audits are impossible because DRE vendors are not accountable to citizens &
software that can be modified without trace, unlike paper ballots that once
marked is not modifiable.

Election privatization removes our right to vote

Voter verified paper ballots, secured by citizens enroute to counting location

and hand-counted ‘in full view’ of citizes must be the [COrRErStone of any s
eI@mtth&yﬁ@mt Distribute without prior written notice from Countpaperballots.com Copyright 2004
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Glossary

DRE Direct Recording Electronic, refers to an electronic voting machine

SOVC Statement of Votes Cast, a report Diebold GEMS Servers provide
that details all early/absentee/provisional and election day
results for entire county BY PRECINCT.

Election Summ. The Election summary is another Diebold GEMS Server Report
that provides the final tallies by county for all races.

DRE Tape The cash register sized long thin sheet of paper that is printed on
election day after polls close to capture the voting tallies summarized
by race for all races. 2 Types, Election Summary and Accumulation
Total, the accumulations totals will give race summaries by precinct.

Audit For purposes of this discussion, a citizen based count of all the
Diebold data that comprises our Georgia election with goal of
determining accuracy.

Fraud For purposes of this discussion intention to defraud others.

Cathy Cox Georgia’s Secretary of State

Email: phyllis@countpaperballots.com
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E Contact

S

#

For More Information:
Contact Us:
phyllis@countpaperballots.com
For a county by county Audit Report
Or to start your own Statewide 2004
Audit visit
www.countpaperballots.com
Doing Audits in NC, GA, OH & FL

Want citizens to help do audits in all
50 States!
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